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stone of the whole of our commercial intercourse with the
great dependency/'
It was for this reason the Lancashire-India cotton trade
was treated as " a political pawn " and evoked so much
political passion and prejudice. The opponents to the
proposed Constitution along the lines indicated in the White
Paper raised a cry of alarm that the Lancashire trade with
India was in danger, and that once political power was trans-
ferred to Indian Nationalists, they would wage an economic
war with Lancashire. And, in order to prejudice the
British electorate against the White Paper, they preached
from the press and platform—" preserve Lancashire Trade/'
They refused to believe that the solution might be found in
Trade Agreements with India embodying reciprocal economic
concessions.
The attitude of responsible Indians towards such pro-
paganda may be gathered from the following extract from
the speech of Mr. H. P. Mody, President of the Bombay
Millowners' Association. Speaking in Manchester, he said :
" . . . It would be very difficult to work for co-operation
between the two industries if responsible persons in Lanca-
shire were at all to maintain an attitude of hostility towards
the legitimate demands of politically minded India ; but if
Lancashire could be relied on to lend its support to a solution
of the political problems of India in harmony with the views
held in every responsible Indian quarter, and if Lancashire
freely acknowledged the right of India to frame her tariff
and other policy with reference to her own needs, the situa-
tion would be created in which men of goodwill in both
countries could co-operate in formulating a basis of future
relations fair and satisfactory to both. The only ' safeguards '
of any permanent value to British trade interests must take
the form of a better understanding and of agreements freely
entered into by both sides to their mutual advantage/'1
But the problem is not so simple, and one cannot expect
too rapid a change in the mental outlook of Lancashire and
1 The Times, July 22, 1933.

